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I believe this legislation, Mr. Speak-

er, helps to restore balance to Ameri-
ca’s defense program essential for man-
aging the risks to U.S. national secu-
rity in an uncertain world. I am espe-
cially pleased that certain amend-
ments have been included within this
bill not least of which is the veterans
preference which was adopted earlier in
a voice vote that I offered and as well
the recognition, remembrance to the
POW/MIA’s from the Vietnam war, as
well as the resolution and amendment
from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
BUYER] and the gentleman from Rhode
Island [Mr. KENNEDY] to improve the
Department of Defense and Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs’ investigation
of Persian Gulf illnesses and the treat-
ment of ill gulf war veterans. Specifi-
cally, the amendment will authorize
$4.5 million to establish a cooperative
DOD-VA program of clinical trials to
evaluate treatments which might re-
lieve the symptoms of gulf war ill-
nesses, require the Secretaries of both
departments to develop a comprehen-
sive plan for providing health care to
all veterans, active duty members and
reservists who suffer from the symp-
toms of the gulf war illnesses.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. BACHUS]
and I worked together on an amend-
ment to deny military benefits to any
person who has been convicted of a
State or Federal crime where death is
a possible punishment or sentenced to
imprisonment without parole, and this
of course is in the case of Timothy
McVeigh, where you have seen someone
who caused the tragic deaths of so
many people in Oklahoma, over 168,
and this is certainly not someone who
is fitting to have a military funeral
and a military burial befitting a hero,
and this legislation will certainly ad-
dress that particular oversight.

I submit to you this legislation to
help our defense is appropriate, it will
keep U.S. at the cutting edge of tech-
nology and will correctly and properly
make sure that we care for and attend
to the needs of our servicemen and
women who are doing so much in the
defense of this country.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RANGEL] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RANGEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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SUPPORT MFN FOR CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, in about
15 hours we will be casting one of the
most important national security,
trade, foreign policy votes of this year,
and I am referring of course to the vote
which will call for ending normal trade

relations with the People’s Republic of
China. It is very important this year
because, as we sit here on the verge of
the reversion of Hong Kong to China,
the termination of a 99-year-old lease,
it seems to me that we have a respon-
sibility to recognize the plight of the
people of Hong Kong.

It is very fascinating to observe the
message which has emerged from Hong
Kong. There is no more respected fight-
er for political pluralism, human rights
and economic freedom than Martin
Lee. Martin Lee has been an outspoken
advocate, having fought diligently in
Hong Kong for all of these things, and
he has sent a very strong message on
this vote which we are going to face to-
morrow. He said, ‘‘The nonrenewal of
MFN would hurt U.S. Badly. This is
something we cannot afford when we
are already undergoing a critical tran-
sition.’’ No one, no one is fighting on
the front line for human rights and
those things which we as Americans
feel so strongly about than Martin Lee.

The Governor of Hong Kong, Chris
Patten, has said, ‘‘I say to you on be-
half of the whole community in Hong
Kong that you will not help U.S. by
damaging our economy and damaging
confidence in our future. The best way
to help U.S. is by renewing MFN and
continuing the policy of engagement
towards China.’’

Now these are two people who are
right there on the scene. It is very easy
for the U.S. to sit here in Washington,
DC and do what makes the U.S. feel
good rather than doing good. The fact
of the matter is there are people there
and there are people here in this House
who fortunately understand how im-
portant it is.

Today in the Wall Street Journal
there was a great piece written by
some extraordinarily patriotic Ameri-
cans. Ronald Reagan’s Ambassador to
the United Nations Jeane Kirkpatrick,
our former colleague and former HUD
Secretary Jack Kemp, former Defense
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, former
presidential candidate and great busi-
ness leader Steve Forbes, the former
Secretary of Education Lamar Alexan-
der; in today’s Wall Street Journal
they wrote:

China has undergone significant liberaliza-
tion and reform that have resulted in greater
freedom for the Chinese people, and we be-
lieve that China is well on the road to major
development, modernization and fuller par-
ticipation in the processes of the democratic
and law-abiding nations of the world. We
know it is not there yet. The U.S. debate
should focus on what policies we should fol-
low to enhance, and not hinder, these favor-
able trends, and on what policies are most ef-
fective in dealing with problem areas.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is why today
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
FOX], my colleague, has joined along
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
PORTER], chairman of the Human
Rights Caucus, the gentleman from
California [Mr. MATSUI] from the other
side of the aisle, the gentleman from
Arizona [Mr. SALMON], someone who
came up with many of the great ideas,

the gentleman from Arizona [Mr.
KOLBE], in putting together legislation
that we will be introducing called the
China Human Rights and Democracy
Act, geared toward that last sentence
that I mentioned in the Wall Street
Journal piece that appeared today.

We should look at positive ways. We
have been dealing with Members who
have opposed MFN like the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SOLOMON], the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SMITH], and others. I am hoping that
they will join as cosponsors of this leg-
islation when we introduce it because
all it is, is positive movement by in-
creasing funding for the National En-
dowment for Democracy which has
played a role in encouraging village
elections, where 800 million Chinese
have participated with secret ballots,
with noncommunist candidates in gen-
erating and selecting their own leaders,
and we also called for increasing that
very important message which we have
all fought for through Radio Free Asia
and the Voice of America.

So I hope that many will join this
legislation that the gentleman from Il-
linois [Mr. PORTER] and I and others
are introducing, and let me close, Mr.
Speaker, by addressing an issue which
has gotten a great deal of attention.

There is a view that religious leaders
in this country stand en masse oppos-
ing normal trade relations with China.
Well, I was very pleased last week to
have received a letter from the Great
Reverend Billy Graham who does not
want to get involved in the MFN de-
bate and he made that very clear. But
he did say the following in his letter to
me.

I am in favor of doing all we can to
strengthen our relationship with China and
its people. China is rapidly becoming one of
the dominant economic and political powers
in the world, and I believe it is far better to
keep China as a friend than to treat it as an
adversary.

Mr. Speaker, I hope very much that
my colleagues will join tomorrow by
voting no on the resolution of dis-
approval.

f

THE 25th ANNIVERSARY OF TITLE
9 OF THE EDUCATION ACT
AMENDMENTS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii [Mrs. MINK] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker,
today marks the 25th anniversary of
Title 9 of the Education Act Amend-
ments of 1972 which prohibits sex dis-
crimination in educational institutions
receiving Federal funds. To commemo-
rate the 25th anniversary of Title 9 the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
BONIOR], the gentlewoman from New
Jersey [Mrs. ROUKEMA] and I along
with 61 other cosponsors have intro-
duced a concurrent resolution which
celebrates the accomplishments of
Title 9 supporting efforts to continue
pursuing the goals of educational op-
portunity for women and girls. I will
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ask that the resolution be printed at
the end of my special order this
evening.

Since its enactment Title 9 has
opened the doors of educational oppor-
tunity to literally millions of girls and
women across the Nation. Title 9
helped tear down inequitable admission
policies, increase opportunities for
women in nontraditional fields of study
such as math and science, law and med-
icine, improve vocational educational
opportunities for women, reduce dis-
crimination against pregnant students
and teen mothers, protect female stu-
dents from sexual harassment in our
schools and increase athletic opportu-
nities for girls and women.

b 2345
As a member of the Education and

Labor Committee in 1972, I helped to
craft Title IX and worked diligently
throughout the years to promote this
law and fight against efforts to weaken
its impact. I certainly consider Title
IX one of my most significant accom-
plishments while I served in Congress
from 1965 until 1977.

We have heard so much in recent
years about the accomplishments of
Title IX, particularly in the area of
athletics, and many do not realize the
history of this legislation and the bat-
tles that were fought to keep this law
intact. On the occasion of the 25th an-
niversary of Title IX, I thought it
would be appropriate to share this his-
tory and to recount its origins, its bat-
tles and its achievements.

The origins of Title IX began with a
series of hearings on the House Edu-
cation and Labor Committee beginning
in the late 1960s and in 1970. In particu-
lar, there was a hearing conducted by
Congresswoman Edith Green who was
the chair then of the Special Sub-
committee on Education which dealt
with higher education matters.

In June of 1970 the subcommittee
held a hearing on legislation intro-
duced by the chair Edith Green, H.R.
16098 to amend Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, which included a
prohibition against sex discrimination
in any program or activity receiving
Federal financial assistance.

We have to put this initiative in the
context of the times. It was right
around that time that there was this
big push for ERA, the Equals Rights
Amendment. The women’s movement
was very active, pursuing all avenues
to gain equal rights and protections in
the law. Representative Green’s bill
would have provided that protection
under the Civil Rights Act.

At the hearing on July 3, 1970, Assist-
ant Attorney General for Civil Rights,
Jerris Leonard, testified before the
subcommittee stating that quote,
‘‘while we are not able to support this
language, we suggest an alternative.’’
He suggested that the committee
should not amend Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act, but enact separate legisla-
tion to prohibit sex discrimination in
education only. This is the genesis of
Title IX.

The House Education and Labor
Committee had a large body of evi-
dence of discrimination against girls
and women in our educational system.
Since the time I came to Congress in
1965 we began systematic hearings on
textbooks to illustrate the discrimina-
tion against girls, women, and also the
ethnic minorities.

We scrutinized the textbooks. We
looked at the films and the books and
other kinds of brochures that were
being produced by yes, our U.S. Depart-
ment of Education, Office of Edu-
cation. We scrutinized the admission
policies and vocational education
courses which taught girls home eco-
nomics, and essentially there were
cooking courses to prepare girls for
homemakers, while the boys learned
skills in order to enter into careers and
to sustain their future ambitions. We
had to fight in all areas to open up op-
portunities for women. We had to fight
for equal participation in the poverty
program, in the Job Corps Center.

So the proposal of the Assistant At-
torney General to focus legislation to
prohibit discrimination in education
was a logical step for the committee to
take. We had considerable debates. The
Committee on Education finally re-
ported the legislation in 1971, which
then led to negotiations with the Sen-
ate and the conference committee that
finally yielded Title IX, which is in its
historic celebration today for its 25th
anniversary.

f

CELEBRATING THE 25TH ANNIVERSARY
OF TITLE IX

Mr. Speaker, today marks the 25th anniver-
sary of title IX of the Education Act Amend-
ments of 1972, which prohibits sex discrimina-
tion in educational institutions receiving Fed-
eral funds.

To commemorate the 25th anniversary of
title IX, Congressman DAVID BONIOR, Con-
gresswoman MARGE ROUKEMA, and I, along
with 61 other cosponsors are introducing a
concurrent resolution which celebrates the ac-
complishments of title IX and support efforts to
continue pursuing the goal of educational op-
portunity for women and girls.

I ask unanimous consent that resolution be
printed in the RECORD.

Since its enactment, title IX has opened the
doors of educational opportunity to literally mil-
lions of girls and women across the Nation.
Title IX helped tear down inequitable admis-
sions policies, increase opportunities for
women in nontraditional fields of study such
as math and science, improve vocational edu-
cation opportunities for women, reduce dis-
crimination against pregnant students and
teen mothers, protect female students from
sexual harassment in our schools, and in-
crease athletic opportunities for girls and
women.

As a member of the Education and Labor
Committee in 1972, I helped to craft title IX
and worked diligently throughout the years to
promote this law and fight against efforts to
weaken its impact. I consider title IX one of
my most significant accomplishments while in
the Congress and take special pride and
pleasure tonight in recognizing the accom-
plishment of title IX.

We have heard so much in recent years
about the accomplishments of title IX, particu-
larly in the area of athletics, but so many don’t
really know the history of this legislation and
the battles that were fought to keep this law
intact. On the occasion of the 25th anniversary
of title IX I thought it would be appropriate to
share the history of this landmark law, and re-
count its origins, its battles and its achieve-
ments.

The origins of title IX began in a series of
hearings on sex discrimination in the House
Education and Labor Committee in 1970, led
by Congresswoman Edith Green, who was
chair of the Special Subcommittee on Edu-
cation at that time.

In June 1970 the subcommittee held a hear-
ing on legislation introduced by Congress-
woman Green, H.R. 16098, to amend title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 to include a
prohibition against sex discrimination in any
program or activity receiving Federal financial
assistance.

We have to put this initiative in the context
of the times. This was right around the time of
the big push for the equal rights amendments.
The women’s movement was activated and
pursuing avenues to gain equal rights protec-
tion in the law. Representative Green’s bill
would have provided such protection through
the Civil Rights Act which had been passed
six years prior to this time, but only covered
race, color, and national origin.

On July 3, 1970, Assistant Attorney General
for Civil Rights Jerris Leonard testified before
Green’s subcommittee stating that ‘‘while we
are not able to support this language * * * we
suggest an alternative.’’ He suggested that the
committee should not amendment title VI of
the Civil Rights Act, but enact separate legis-
lation to prohibit sex discrimination in edu-
cation only. This is the genesis of title IX.

The House Education and Labor Committee
had a large body of evidence of discrimination
against girls and women in our education sys-
tem. Since I came to the Congress and the
committee in 1965 the committee had been in-
volved in hearings related to equal educational
opportunities for girls and women. We scruti-
nized textbooks which only portrayed success-
ful men, admissions policies which excluded
women from graduate and professional
schools, and vocational education courses.

Consideration of amendments to the Higher
Education Act in 1971 provided us with an op-
portunity to pursue language on sex discrimi-
nation in schools. Edith Green and I worked
on language to include in the House bill (H.R.
7248) which would prohibit discrimination on
the basis of sex in any educational program
receiving Federal funds.

This provision which was initially title X of
H.R. 7248 included the sex discrimination pro-
hibition, authorized the Civil Rights Commis-
sion to investigate sex discrimination, removed
the exemption of teachers from the equal em-
ployment coverage of the 1964 Civil Rights
Act and eliminated the exemption of execu-
tives, administrators and professions from the
Equal Pay Act.

The bill was reported out of the House Edu-
cation and Labor Committee on September
30. The committee report filed on October 8
and the bill was considered by the full House
beginning on October 27, 1971.

During consideration by the full House Rep.
John Erlenborn offered an amendment to ex-
empt undergraduate admissions policies of
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